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The truth is, that the ministers were embarrassed.     CHAP.
XXYIII
The opponents  of the Company had enjoyed all      ___ *
possible facilities for shewing the evils resulting
from its privileges, and they had failed; yet those
privileges were doomed, and with or without a
reason they were to fall.
Mr.  Whitmore on the 20th July presented a A,
petition from certain British and native inhabitants
of Calcutta, praying the abolition of the East-India
Company's monopoly.*    This gave rise to some
* In reference to the views of the mercantile community of
India, and the mode by which they were supported, a writer in
the Asiatic Journal for July, 1833, notices several remarkable
facts. He says, "We are in a condition to prove, that although
the press of India is acknowledged, even by the loudest advocates
of its liberty, to be, as regards the measures of the government,
practically quite as free as the press of this country, it is or has
been labouring under a thraldom, as respects the East-India
question, of the very worst kind. It appears that a large portion
of the Calcutta newspapers, which, to a certain extent, supply
those of England and the rest of India with facts and notions
concerning the subsidiary parts of the East-India question, have
been under the direct influence and control of the mercantile
interest at Calcutta, which influence and control, if we can trust
to a Mofussil paper, have been abused. The fact that most of
the papers of that presidency were influenced by the mercantile
interest, and had no voice in opposition to that interest, was
some time back proclaimed by the Calcutta Courier. More
recently the Meerut Observer has directly connected several of
the Calcutta journals with the houses of agency which have failed,
and has charged them pretty plainly with guilty subserviency to
their views. (We can no longer forbear/ it observes, * notic-
ing the secret influence that is exerted over a portion of the Cal-
cutta press, which tends to give security to dubious mercantile
transactions, and to screen popular individuals from the scrutiny
of public opinion.* As far as we can find out, it does not appear